and the 1980s. 4 Consequently, their books tend to support June Edmonds' suggestion that there is a tendency prevalent among historians of anti-Zionism to focus their attention upon the hard left and the Communist Party rather than the centrist, social democratic tradition to which Mayhew belonged. 5 Edmonds has written a valuable study of Labour Party policy towards Israel which recognises Mayhew's status as the Party's 'most notable advocate of the Arab cause'
in the 1960s and early 1970s. 6 Nevertheless, she regards him as a peripheral figure in the longer-term history of pro-Palestinian activism and concludes that the kind of antiZionism he represented remained 'very marginal before the 1980s.' 7 Accordingly
Mayhew merits only brief mentions in her article on the post-1967 development of Labour Party policy towards the Arab-Israel dispute. 8 Edmonds may be right in Bevin's opinions, however, were difficult to ignore and his attitudes towards Zionism and the Jewish people have been the subject of intense debate. In its media campaigns, LMEC was generally content to allow CAABU, with its greater resources and higher public profile, to play the more active role. Since so many LMEC members also subscribed to CAABU, it was convenient for the latter to facilitate their media appearances and sponsor their publications. When the entrepreneurial publisher, Claud Morris, decided to launch a magazine intended to provide a forum for pro-Arab opinion, it was to CAABU personnel like Mayhew, Adams, Reddaway and Nutting that he turned. 54 The If, in public, CAABU and LMEC personnel sometimes found it politically expedient to exaggerate the extent of 'Zionist influence' upon the British media, they were privately satisfied with the results of their own media work. In the aftermath of the 1973 war, CAABU formally thanked its members for the letters that had been written to newspaper, radio and television editors and noted that 'their number has been so great that it has not always been easy to acknowledge the copies sent to the office.'
The result, CAABU believed, was that 'press (including radio and television) face value' and informing him that 'even the notorious "gas chambers" are now turning out to have a been a fiction.' 90 There is no evidence to suggest that Faulds replied to this letter, let alone agreed with its content, but it is telling that he saw nothing to object to in another overtly anti-Semitic letter from a constituent who remarked that 'it is readily forgotten that Jewish financiers created the German monster' and that 'Judaism (Zionism) is as racially exclusive as the "master race"
"chosen people" and just as ruthless against the Palestinian people.' 91 Replying to this letter, Faulds saw fit only to thank his correspondent for 'your support for my anti-Zionist position' and to remark that it was 'extraordinary how the Zionist propagandists manage to con public and international opinion.' 92 The notion that British Jews possessed 'dual' or 'divided' national loyalties, a theme with a long and problematic history, was also revived by Mayhew and (to his political cost) Faulds in the 1967-1973 period. Mayhew clashed with the Chief Rabbi, Immanuel Jakobovits after publishing an article in which he had criticised Jakobovits for addressing British Jews 'almost as if he and they were Israeli nationals' and warning that 'any suggestion that a particular section of the British people has rights and duties in respect of a foreign government which the rest of the people do not have is dangerous.' 93 In a sharp response, Jakobovits castigated Mayhew for 'sowing the seeds of strife and bitterness' and explained that
The profound concern of Jews the world over for the survival of Israel and its 2½ million Jews had nothing whatever to do with dual loyalties.... Jews offered their services and their fortunes to Israel not out of any loyalty to its Government, but solely out of the human obligation to stand by brothers, in their hour of need; that while, as British Jews, Britain was our country to which we owed and paid our exclusive political loyalties, Israel was our people to whose rescue we would come in the same way as you would be expected to save any brother of yours when in danger, whatever his nationality might be. 
